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We consider the symmetric exclusion process {n;,t > 0} on {0, 1}Zd .
We fix a pattern A:={n:)_, n(i) >k}, where A is a finite subset of
7% and k is an integer, and we consider the problem of establishing
sharp estimates for 7, the hitting time of .A. We present a novel ar-
gument based on monotonicity which helps in some cases to obtain
sharp tail asymptotics for 7 in a simple way. Also, we characterize
the trajectories {ns,s <t} conditioned on {7 > t}.

1. Introduction. We consider the symmetric simple exclusion process
(SSEP) on Z?, where particles are indistinguishable. The state space is
Q:={n:n(i) € {0,1} for i € Z} and a graphical construction of the pro-
cess is as follows. To bonds of the cubic lattice Z%, we associate independent
Poisson processes of intensity 1, at whose time realizations the contents of
the corresponding adjacent sites are exchanged. We fix a local pattern A C 2
that depends on {n(i):i € A}, where A is a finite subset of Z¢, and we con-
sider the problem of establishing sharp estimates for the hitting time of
A, 7:=inf{t:n, € A}. For a physical motivation, see, for instance, [1]. The
SSEP is a nonirreducible Markov process on an uncountable state space
with the following special properties (enounced in greater generality than

SSEP).

1. There is a partial order on the state space §2, say <.

2. The generator of the dynamics, £, is monotone, that is, e** preserves
increasing functions for any t > 0.

3. There is an invariant probability measure v which satisfies the FKG in-
equality.

4. The pattern of interest, A, is increasing, that is, £ € A and £ < n imply
that n € A.
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5. The dual £* of £ in L?(v) is monotone.

A simple consequence of properties 1-5 is the existence of a limit (see,
e.g., [1], (2.7))

.1
(1.1) A:_}L%lo;log(Pv(T”))’

However, to obtain estimates sharper than (1.1), in the context of particle
systems satisfying 1-5 and in the case A is positive, is a more intricate matter.
For this purpose, it is useful to study the regularity of generalized principal
Dirichlet eigenfunctions, that is, probability measures p with support in A€,
satisfying, for every ¢ in the domain of £, denoted by D(L), and ¢|4 =0,

(1.2) /(cww) dpu =0,

Measures satisfying (1.2) are also called quasi-stationary measures, since if
we draw an initial configuration from any such measure, then, for any time
t >0, the law of n; conditioned on {7 >t} is time-ivariant. We denote by
T;(m) the law of this conditioned process at time ¢ with initial probabil-
ity measure w. We recall some works relevant to our context. First, some
quasi-stationary measures are obtained as limits of linear combination of
{T;(v),t > 0} (see Theorem 1 of [2] and Theorem 2.4 of [1]). Assume that
such a limit u is absolutely continuous with respect to v, and call its density
w:=du/dv. When L* generates a Markov process, let u* be its corresponding
quasi-stationary measure and assume it has a density u* :=dp*/dv. In [1],
Corollary 2.8 and its proof, we have the following general fact.

Facr 1.1. Assume that A given in (1.1) is positive and u,u* € LP(v) for
p > 2. Then, for any t > 0,

(1.3) exp(—H(v,v)) < P(7>1)

———= <1
~exp(—At) T

with

In the symmetric case, the results are stronger (see [2] or [3], Corollary 2.5).

FacT 1.2. If £ is a self-adjoint Markov generator on L?(v), A > 0 and
u € L*(v), then

(1.4) 1 P,(r>t) (Judv)? with A\ — inf {M;fuzo}

500 exp(— M) [uldv rep) [ f2dv
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Now, a key step in the proof of the regularity of quasi-stationary measures
is to obtain uniform estimates for {T;(v),t > 0}. In other words, we look for
measures v and 7 such that, for any ¢ > 0,

v=<T(v)<D <,u < v means that /fd,u < /fdl/ for all increasing f>

and with dv/dv and dv/dv regular enough (see, e.g., [2] and [3]). In Sec-
tion 2, we present a simple method to obtain such uniform stochastic bounds.
Roughly, the main idea is to bound the principal eigenfunction u—which sat-
isfies on A that L£(u)/u is constant—Dby a simple function ) on which we
impose a weaker assumption, namely that £(1)/v is increasing on A°. We
first apply this method, in Section 3.3, to the SSEP on Z? and the pattern
A;p = {n:n(0) = 1}. In this context, & < n when &(i) <n(i) Vi € Z%. Also, we
recall that the SSEP has a one-parameter family of ergodic invariant mea-
sures {v,:p € [0,1]}, where v, is a product of Bernoulli measures of density
p-
Thus, our first application is a key result of [3].

ProrosiTiON 1.3. Consider the SSEP in dimension d > 5, with pat-
tern Ay. For any density p €]0,1[, there is a sequence {a;,i € Z9} and a
probability density 1 with a; < p for all i € Z7,

£ (2 <

iez\ {0} P

o 1—p\"®
l—a; p )

vn= 5 -no) TT (

iezd\ {0}
(Z is a normalizing constant) such that if dve := 1 dv,, then for any t >0,
(1.6) Vo = Ti(vp) < vp.

A corollary of Proposition 1.3 (see [3], Lemma 2.3) is the existence of 1, :=
limy— 400 13(v,) as a strong limit in L%(v,), that is, dT;(v,)/dv, converges in
L%*(v,) to dp,/dv,. This p, is a quasi-stationary measure and is referred to
as a Yaglom limit.

As a second illustration, we treat, in Section 3.4, the pattern Ay :=
{n:n(0) =n(0) =1}, where 0 is a neighbor of the origin 0. However, for
technical reasons, we need to have an intensity rate between 0 and 0/ larger
than 2d — 1.

PROPOSITION 1.4. Let Ttﬁ(yp) be the law at time t of the SSEP modified
by letting B be the intensity rate between (0,0") and conditioned on {T >
t} with initial measure v,. If the dimension d >5 and § > 2d — 1, then
stochastic estimates of type (1.6) hold.
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REMARK 1.5. To explain the reason for speeding up the intensity of
bond (0,0"), we need to unravel a key technical assumption. The above men-
tioned function v, which mimics the Dirichlet eigenfunction, is associated
with a Markov process that never enters A and has a formal generator

A handy assumption on L, is that it is monotone. This fails to be the
case for SSEP with As = {n:n(0) =n(0') = 1}. In other words, there is no
coupling of two trajectories (.,¢.) governed by Ly, with (o <79, where the
order is preserved in time. Indeed, consider ¢ <n with n(0”) =n(0') =1,
where 0” is a neighbor of 0 different from 0, and ¢(0”)=1=1—¢(0'). For
the configuration 7, the rate intensity associated with (0,0”) is null, whereas
it is positive in the configuration (. Thus, if the first time realization of the
Poisson process associated with (0,0”) in ¢ occurs before realizations of the
processes associated with the other bonds adjacent to 0”, then the order is
destroyed. We show that speeding up the intensity of the process associated
with (0,0’) enables us to build a monotone coupling.

Our method can also be used to prove regularity of invariant measures.
Thus, our final application, in Section 3.5, is to study the regularity of
invariant measures for the symmetric exclusion dynamics with birth and
death of particles at the origin. For simplicity, we consider the process where
the neighbors of the origin can die with positive rate a and be born with
positive rate b. The invariant measures were studied in [6]. We obtain here
a new characterization.

ProprosiTiON 1.6. When d > 5, there is a stationary measure ,ugb, for
any p €10,1] such that

QR va, <1 < Q)va, and
i#0 i#0
(1.7) . ) '
1+Cab]P’i(H0<OO):% f) :ﬁ OZZ,
pl—a; o 1—p

where P;(Hy < 00) is the probability that a symmetric random walk starting
at site 1 hits the origin, Cg, is a positive constant depending on a and b,
and @;+oVa,; denotes a product Bernoulli measure of density o at site i of

z4\ {0}.

REMARK 1.7. This implies by the arguments of [2] that ,ugb is equivalent
to v, and that duzb /dv, is in LP(v,) for any integer p when d > 5.
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The problems we consider in Sections 4 and 5 are inspired by works on
conditional Brownian motion (see, e.g., [4], Theorems 1 and 2, [12], Theo-
rem 3 and [10]). We assume the following hypotheses.

HYPOTHESES (H). The generator L is self-adjoint in L*(v). The Ya-
glom limit p = limy_, 4o T3(v) exists with a corresponding A >0 for which
(1.1) holds. Moreover, u:=du/dv € L*(v), u is a simple eigenfunction for
A, u s positive v-a.s. and

2 14
dLi(v) *w)

(1.8) -

Hypotheses (H) were proved in [3] for SSEP in dimension d > 5 with
A;. For the pattern Ay, although the convergence in (1.8) is a corollary of
Proposition 1.4, the uniqueness of u in L2(1/p) is open.

PROPOSITION 1.8.  Assume (H).

(i) For every f,g € L?*(v), we have
(19) lim Ey[f(10)g(ne) L] :/fd,u/gd,u.

t—00 P,(t>1)

(ii) For any measure 7 with dr/dv € L?(v), we have the weak-L?(v) con-
vergence

Ti(m) =%

Finally, let dji = u?dv/ [u?dv and let {Py,m € Q} be the law of the
Markov process, reversible in L?(j1), formally generated on A° by

L(up) — pL(u)

u

Lup= (see definition in Section 5).

We have the following characterization of trajectories in {7 > t}.

PROPOSITION 1.9. Assume (H). Let t — a; be an increasing positive
function such that limy_, o0 ay = limy_,o0(t — a;) = 00. For any r > 0, the law
of {Na,+s, € [0,7]}, conditioned on {T >t} with initial measure v, converges
to the restriction to the time interval [0,7] of [ Py dji(n) (convergence in the
topology induced by duality against bounded measurable functions).

2. The monotone method. We consider a finite state space X with par-
tial order <. We recall that a dynamics is monotone when its evolution
semigroup preserves increasing functions or, equivalently, when there is a
coupling of two paths (1, (;) such that if ny < (o, then P(n; < (; Vt >0) =1.

Let {P,(-),n € X} be a Markov process on X" and let £ be the correspond-
ing infinitesimal generator.
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LEMMA 2.1. Let AC X and 7 =inf{t:n, € A}. Assume that there is a
function 1 satisfying (1) v is positive on A° and |4 =0, (ii) ¢ is decreasing
on A°, (iii) L(¢)/v is increasing on A€, (iv) the followmg Markov generator
on A€ is monotone:

(2.1) Ly(p) =

Then nw— Py(t >t)/1(n) is increasing.

L) — pL(Y)
” :

Proor. 1If {c(a,b),a,b € X'} are the rates associated with £, then after
a simple computation,

$(b)

Vae A° £¢f(a):Zc(a,b)m(f(b)_f(a))
beXx
(2.2) w(b)
= f(0) = f(a)).
= 2 Dy

Thus, £, generates a Markov process on A°. By definition, for any |4 =0,

ILAc qﬁ(w(p) ]l_Ac (ﬁdf((p) + %@)

exp(t]l,z:zﬁ)(w%p) — exp (tILAc <£w + iz)—w) > ©.

If {P#’ (-);m € A°} corresponds to Ly, then (2.3) and the Feynmann-Kac
formula give, for n ¢ A,

J o)) 1> dPy /¢(nt)17>texp</0t%(ns)d8> dry

¥(n)
(2.4) t
= /cp(nt)exp</0 %(ns)@) dP#}'
Thus, for p =1/,

(2.5) P7—7>t /¢ o) exp(/ % 7s) ds) de
)-(iv). O

We state a related result. Assume that £ generates an irreducible Markov
process on X and let v be a positive probability on X. Denote by L£* the
dual of £ in L?(v). Note that £* is not necessarily a Markov generator
[since £*(1) # 0] and that by the Perron—Frobenius theorem (see, e.g., [11],
Theorem 9.34), there is v > 0 with £*(u) = 0.

(2.3)

From (2.5), the lemma is proved using (i
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LEMMA 2.2.  Assume there is a function 1 satisfying (i) v is positive,
(il) L£*(x) /4 is increasing and (iii) the following Markov generator is mono-
tone:

L () — oL ()
(2.6) Ly(p) = .
(G
Then u/v is increasing. Similarly, if we assume )" positive, L*(¢") /1" de-
creasing and Ly monotone, then we obtain that u/vy’ is decreasing.

PrROOF. We call ¢ =u/1¢ and look for the equation solved by ¢:
L*(¢y) L
(G (G

Note also that ¢ is the principal eigenfunction of Ly + L£*(1))/¢. By the
Perron—Frobenius theorem and the Feynmann—Kac formula,

olo) = i e (o o+ 557 a0

t L)
> (ns)d.s) dP;f’.

(2.7) =0 = Lylp)+ ©=0.

(2.8)

= lim exp(
0

t—00
By hypotheses (ii) and (iii), we obtain that ¢ is increasing.
With the same reasoning,

u ) *T,Z),
v :tliglo exp< T (ns)d.s) de

is decreasing since £*(¢') /v’ is decreasing. [

3. Three applications. We consider three applications of the lemmas of
Section 2. In Section 3.1, we introduce three particle systems. In proving
Propositions 1.3, 1.4 and 1.6, the first step, carried out in Section 3.2, is
to approximate these particle systems by finite-dimensional irreducible dy-
namics. The second step is to verify the hypotheses of Lemma 2.1 or 2.2 in
each of our three cases. This is carried out, respectively, in Sections 3.3-3.5.

3.1. Models. First, we consider SSEP on 2 with the generator acting on
local functions as

Lsep(n Z Z Tm ©(n)),

i€zd g
where i ~ j means that |iy — j1| + -+ + |ig — jq| = 1, and

THn()=n@),  TYn(i)=n() andfor ki, Tn(k) = (k).
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It is well known ([9], Theorem 3.9 and Example 3.1(d)) that L. generates
a Feller process and that the following set is a core of continuous functions:

D:= {(p: Z Vi(p) < oo}

i€Zd
where V() = sup{|p(n) — ¢(§)|:n(j) = &) Vi#i}.

It is also well known that for any p € [0,1], L, extends to a self-adjoint
operator on L?(v,) (see, e.g., Section 2 of [13]).

Second, to treat Ay :={n:n(0) =n(0") =1}, where 0’ is a given neighbor
of 0, we need to modify the intensity between the bond b:= (0,0"). Thus,
we consider the generator

(3.1) Lop=Lsp+(B-1)(poT? —¢p)  with 3>2d—1.

Note that Lz is still self-adjoint in L?(v,), for any p €]0,1[.

Finally, we consider SSEP with birth and death of particles at neighbors
of the origin. Thus, the state space is Q* := {n(i) € {0,1},i € Z?\ {0}} and
if No:={i€Z:i~0}, then the generator L, reads as

Lap(n) = > (p(Tn) —e(n))
@ Nox {0}

+ > (an(k) +b(1 —n(k)))(p(oen) — @(n)),

k~0

(3.2)

where oy, is the spin flip at site k, oxn(k) =1 —n(k) and oxn(j) = n(j) for
J# k.

3.2. Approzimation by irreducible dynamics. Let A, :=[-n,n]? and A C
Q, :={0,1}* . For a subset U C Z%, we denote by Fy; the o-field generated
by {n(i),i € U}. We set, for ¢ on §,,

(3.3) Lo :=E, [Lsep|Fa,] and £g’p<p =E, [Lso|Fa,]
For ¢ on QF :={0,1}*\{% we set

(3.4) Lo o= By, [Lapp| Fa,\qoy-

An easy computation gives

LiPe(m = D ((T"n) = ¢(n)
iJenn
(3.5)

3 ni [Tl ~ ),
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where 0A,, :={i € A,,:3j ¢ A, with j ~ i} and n(i) = [{j & An:j ~ i}
A similar formula holds for Eg’p . It follows easily from their definition that

L%P and £g’p are (v,|a, )-reversible on €,,. We state next the irreducibility
property, although the immediate proof is omitted.

LEMMA 3.1.  The generator L);" is irreducible on .

The dual of £);” in L*(Q,v,) is obtained after the simple computation

(L3 ) = Lo )+ 320 = ) (12 £ b o)

k~0

(k) (@ﬂakn) ~af(m)).

where Ly is the same expression as £ in (3.5) but the sum over i ~ j is
restricted to 7,7 € A, \ {0}.

Let T}*(v,) be the law at time ¢ of the process generated by either L7;*
or Liy” conditioned on {7 >t} with initial measure v,.

(3.6)

LeMMA 3.2. Let {v,} and {7,} be two sequences of measures converg-
ing, respectively, to v and U.

(i) Assume v, < T (v,) < Uy for all n. Then T{*(v,) converges weakly
to Ty(v,) and

v <Ti(v,) < 7.

(ii) Let uy, be the unique positive principal eigenfunction of (L;F)* with
Jundv, =1. Note that (L);")*u, =0 and duy, := u, dv, is mvarzant for
L%P. Assume that for all n, ¢, =dv,,/dv, is positive and decreasing (resp.
Yy, =dv,/dv, is positive and increasing) such that w, /v, is increasing
(resp. uyn /vl is decreasing). Assume also that v,, and U, satisfy the FKG
inequality. Then, there is a subsequence {ny} such that dpy, := uy,, dv, con-
verges weakly to dju,, an invariant measure for Ly, with

V=, =T
PROOF. (i) We drop the subscripts se or 8 from the generators to unify

their treatment. The stopped generator on A, L =1 4.L™" is bounded
on €2, and it is obvious that

VoeDN{pla=0}, VneQ L™ p(n) "= Lo(n).

Thus, by a theorem of Trotter and Kurtz (see [9], Chapter I, Theorem 2.12),
we have, for any ¢t >0,

B.7) Pr(r>t) =P ([1a) ) 2T e (Lac)(n) = Pylr > 1),
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Note now that T}*(v,) is absolutely continuous with respect to v, and
AT7 (V) () _ SPLAL™)Lac(n) _ Pre(r > t)

dv, "= PP (T >1) O PRP(r>t)

Thus, by (3.7), (3.8) and dominated convergence, T}*(v,) converges weakly
to Tt(up) and point (i) follows easily.

(ii) Since u, /1, is increasing, we have by the FKG inequality that for
any increasing function ¢,

so that u, = v,,. Similarly, we obtain that u,, < 7,. Where as the space Q* is
compact, there is a subsequence {nk} such that i, converges to a measure
pp- Now, for any function ¢ € D, L;"¢ converges to Lapp € D. Thus, for
peD,

(3.8)

0= / L7 (0) dyin, 7F / Lan(2) dptp.

Thus, [ Lay(p)dp, =0 and p, is an invariant measure for L, with v < p, <
U.
O

3.3. Proof of Proposition 1.3. The upper bound T}(v,) < v, is simple.
Indeed, by observing that 7+ P, (7 >t) is decreasing and by using the
FKG inequality, we get, for any increasing o,

/(pth(Vp) =1 /cp 0 (T > 1) dv,(n) /(,dep
Vp

We now prove the lower bound v, < T;(v,). First, notice that we are com-
mitting now an abuse of notation with <, since the monotonicity is only
meant on A°. Henceforth, by pu < v, for g and v with support in A€, we
mean that for any ¢ increasing on A°, [@du < [dv.

By Lemma 3.2, we need to establish two points: (a) for any integer n
and t >0, v, <T/*(v,) and (b) that v,, tends to v,. Moreover, for (a), it is
enough to show that

n,p
m is increasing on A°¢ where 1, = dz—"

Yn(n) dvy
Indeed, note that on A€ the probability measure v,, satisfies Holley’s condi-
tion (see [9], Theorem 2.9, page 75) which implies that v,, satisfies the FKG
inequality. Thus, for any increasing function ¢ on A€,

. Pror>)
/“’ ¢ () /“’ wn VPLP (7 > 1) V(1)

W PrP(r > t) ; [ od
/so v /% VPP (7 > 1) zn(n)—/sﬁ V-

n—
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Now, we set
1

(3.10) Unn)i=-1-n0) [ %,
n 1€An\{0}
where Z,, is a constant such that [, dv, =1. Also, set

P10
Note that (a) follows when the hypotheses of Lemma 2.1 are satisfied,
) a;, with Y2(1 —a;/p)? <

whereas (b) follows as soon as for all sites 7,
+00.

We focus now on the four hypotheses of Lemma 2.1. Whereass the ~;,,
are chosen smaller than 1, ¢, is decreasing. Moreover, a simple computation
shows that Ly, , obtained by £, as in Lemma 2.1, generates a monotone
exclusion process since the intensity rate of any bond (4, j) depends only on
n(i) and n(j). Thus, it remains to show that £ (¢y,) /1y is increasing.

Before specifying the {v;,i € Z%}, we need some notation. Henceforth, we
write £, for L% and ~; for 7;,. For each i € Z9, let {X(i,t),t >0} be a
symmetric simple random walk trajectory starting at i; we denote by P; the
average over such trajectory. Let

(3.12)  Ho=inf{t: X (i,t) =0} and H,=inf{t:X(i,t) €A }.

It is well known that for i ~ 0, P;(Hy < o0) < 1/2 for d > 3 (see, e.g., [5]) and
that P;(Hy < H,,) increases to P;(Hy < c0). Finally, note that i — P;(Hy <
H,,) is harmonic outside 0 [see, e.g., (3.16)]. Let 0" be a neighbor of 0 and
for i € A, \ {0}, set

1 1

13) ;= h - .
GV v=iremm<m) e % T Ty (i < o)

Note that the corresponding ain)—given through (3.11)—is
¢ 1+(1—p)Cd]P’i(H0<Hn)
(3.14)
n—Q0 P
— (o7

T 1+ (1= p)CqPi(Hp < +00)°

Thus, (b) follows as soon as Y, P?(Hy < +00) < 400, that is, for d > 5
(see [2]).

PROOF THAT V := L1y, /1)y, 1S INCREASING. For k € A, \ {0} and n(k) =
0 we show that V(o*n) > V(n). We denote N, := {j € A, \ {0}:5 ~ k},
NP :={j € Ni.:n(j) =0} and N} :={j € A,, \ {0} :n(j) = 1}. We treat the
cases k € A, \ {0A,,No}, k € DA, and k € N separately.



12 A. ASSELAH AND P. DAI PRA

Case 1. k€ Ay, \ {OA,,Np}. We assume (k) =0:

Viokn) —Vin) = ;k((ﬁ)l_n(j) -1) ‘%((ﬂym -)

Yk Vi

=<Z ﬁ_wm)—( ’Y—’f—wm)-

. 0 . 117
JEN] JEN,

(3.15)

Note that i — 1/~; is harmonic at k, so that

1
(3.16) Y —= M.
Thus,
Vitn) =V = 2 (24 2) 2 20
Jeny Yo Vg
(3.17)

1
since for x > 0, :E—I—EZQ.
Case 2. k € OA,,. Note that for any n,
dok 1—
U—Vp(n) = p2nk)—1 with k:= (_p) and
dv, P
(3.18)
oFhn _ =200
Un
Thus, for n with n(k) =0,

Viokn) — V) Z ((,Yj>1—n(j) B (E)n(j))

o

jENLNAR i
(3.19) Jeon X :
—I—n(k‘)m<% - 1> - n(k‘);(% —-1).

If we extend n outside A, by 1 and recall that v; =1 for j ¢ A,, we can
replace the sum over Nj, N A, by a sum over A} with an additional term
—n(k)(1 — ). Thus,

vem-vin- 5 (2) - (2))

k) —%)<% + % - 1>.

(3.20)
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The same argument as in Case 1 implies that the sum over A, is nonnegative
and it is enough to have

1 1 1 1
(3.21) A —2—(1——),
Ye K Ve oK K
which is always true for any p €]0,1[, since v, < 1.
Case 3. k € Ny. Note that for n ¢ A,
0 ifn(k)=1
3.22 T4, (n) = { ’ : ’
(3:22) Ol =Va(m), i (k) =o0.

Thus, for n(k) =0,

(3.23) V(o) —V(n) = ( 3 ﬁ—w&) —1—( ”—’?—w;\).

FEND T JEN} i
Now, whereas i+ P;(Hy < H,,) is harmonic (and 0 ¢ N}, by definition),

1 Ne|+1
(3.24) > —+(1+Cd):¢.
Thus, for our choice of Cy,
1+ Cy
2 kp)y — > —2>0.

3.4. Proof of Proposition 1.4. Most of the arguments in the proof of
Proposition 1.4 follow those in Section 3.3. A new difficulty arises from the
fact that monotonicity of £, is not trivial anymore.

As in Section 3.3, we first need some notations to specify the {~;,i €
Z%}. We denote by P; the average over {X(i,t),¢t >0}, a symmetric simple
random walk trajectory starting at i. Let

(3.26)Hyg gy = inf{t: X (i,t) € {0,0'}} and H, =inf{t:X(i,t) € A}, }.

We show in the Appendix that for i ~0, i # 0, P;j(Hygoy < 00) < 1/2 for
d>4. As Py(Hyo oy < Hy) increases to Pi(H g oy < 00), we choose n large
enough so that P;(Hy oy < Hy) <1/2. Thus,

1
Cy:= sup
kEN\{0'} 1-— ZPk(H{O,O’} < OO)

so that for all k€ Ny \ {0},

>0,

1+ Cy
3.27 > 2.
( ) 14 CQ]P)k(H{O’O/} < Hp)
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We choose
1

VieZ?  yp= d
! 7 1+ CQ]PZ(H{O 0} < Hn) o

n(n) =1ac(n) [T 4.

1€AR

(3.28)

Finally, note that i+ P;(Hygn) < Hy) is harmonic outside {0,0'} and that
with v9 = 7o, we have TP, = 1,.

Define L3 = L1 + (8 — 1)(T® — 1). We are now ready for the following
proof.

PROOF THAT V := Lg"(¢,) /1, 18 INCREASING. In the case where k is

not a neighbor of 0 or of 0, then V (0¥1) — V(1) has the same expression as
in Case 1 or 2 of Section 3.3. We do not repeat the computations.

Case 1. ke No\{0'}. Set N} :={j:j~k,j¢{0,0'}}, and for n ¢ A and
n(k) =0,

8l
V(a*n) = V(1) = Sk + Ly(o)=om(0)=0} <,Y—Z - 1>

(3.29)
Yk
~ Ln0)=0,n(0)=1} ~ L{n(0)=1,n(0")=0} (— - 1)
with
N 1-n(7) 1-n(4)
wa sem 3 ((2) 720 5 ()7 ),
Yk i

JEN} JEN}
Note that by harmonicity
11 VP +1
Z —t — = ki‘
jen= i W Vi

(3.31)

Now, if we set N :={j € N} :n(j) =0} and N} :={j e N} :n(j) =1}, and
use (3.31), the expression Sk of (3.30) has the lower bound

] k * k
skzz”—ﬂ—w,m—(— 'Y—+wk|+1—”>
gt jeNO’Yj 8l

. O 0,
JENY

= Z (% E)—2W,§!+——1>

(3.32)
—1.

Yo
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Now, in the event {n(0) =1,1(0") =0}, (3.29) and (3.32) yield

(3.33) Vekn) — Vg =% 1 (E - 1) =0.
Yor 0
In the event {n(0) =0,7(0') =1}, we have
V(ehn) V)= 2= —2>0
(3.34) w
since L+ >2 [by (3.27)].

1+ CQP]C(H{O’OI} < Hp,)~
Finally, in {n(0) =0,7(0") =0}, we have

(3.35) Viekp) v =22 —14 22 1>k 9>,
Yo’ Yk Yo

Case 2. k€{0,0'}. We assume k=0 and 1(0) =n(0) =0:

V(o*n) = V) = ;((%) e 1) +0- A3
(3.36) —j;;g(@-?)w) - 1) —jezjv:&((z—?)n(]) - 1)
=3 Loy B B Mg - L

FEND o JEND i jent M
Condition (3.27) implies that ; > 2o for j € Ny UN{j. Thus,
V(o™n) = V(n) > 2ING| = NG| = (GING| = ING ) = 3 1NG |

3.37
o > A1+ B~ SAR1+ A 20 5
PROOF THAT Ly, 1S MONOTONE. We describe an order-preserving cou-
pling between two trajectories (n,7;) for t >0, when 1y > 79. We run the
two dynamics with the same family of Poisson processes up to the first time
there is a mismatch at 0 or 0. Assume that this happens at the stopping
time 7" and that n7(0) =1=1—77(0). Under Ly, , the rate for bringing
7 particles from any site of Ny to 0" is null. Let {7; 0 6p,i € Ny \ {0}} be
the exponential times associated with the bonds of 0/ in 7 after time T'. Note
that if 77 (i) =1 for the i neighbor of (', then the intensity rate of (i,0') is
Yo/ < 1. Thus,

ai= (i) 2 <2d—1.
i~ Yi

i#£0
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Let 7, be an exponential time of parameter S — « independent of the other
times. We associate to the bond b of n at time T the exponential time of
parameter [3:

(3.38) Tp :=min(7,, {7; 0 Or,i € Ny \ {0}, 77 (3) = 1}).

We associate to the bond b of 7 an independent copy of 7, but since 77(0) =
77 (0") = 0, this has no effect. All remaining bonds in the two trajectories
share the same Poisson processes. Now, if 7, = 7, then there is a mismatch at
0 and N74r 4 > 747+, and we restart the same construction, with 0 and 0/
exchanging roles. On the other hand, if 7, < 7, then the mismatch at 0 and 0’
vanishes, 774+, + > 774r,+, and we proceed with the same Poisson processes
on all bonds.

O

3.5. Proof of Proposition 1.6. We rely here on Lemmas 2.2 and 3.2, with
L=L1. We define

(3.39) == I 7.

n 1€An\{0}
where Z,, is a constant such that [ 1), dv,=1 and
B 1
1 + Ca,b]P’i(Ho < It[n)7
where Hy and H,, are defined in (3.12), and Cy is a constant that will be
fixed later. We remark that

€y =Lt + (15 = 2) o= kS,
k~0

(3.40) Vi

where £ is the Markov generator

b(l_p)(o,kf_f)

(341) Lf=Lof + 3 (1— (k) “_pp<o’ff—f>+n<k>

k~0 1

Thus, as observed in [6], if ap = b(1— p), then (L);”)* is a Markov generator
and v, is an invariant measure (reversible if a =b).

Since v is a product function, £, is a monotone generator. Indeed, the
intensity rate of (4,j) depends only on 7n(i) and 7n(j), whereas the rate of
spin flip at site k& depends only on n(k). Thus, to prove the lower bound in
(1.7), we are left to show the following proof.

PROOF THAT V := (L]’)*y, /1by, 1S INCREASING.  We take k € A, \ {0}
with n(k) = 0 and we show that V (o*n) — V(1) > 0. The case where k is not
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a neighbor of 0 is similar to Cases 1 or 2 in the proof of Proposition 1.3.
Assume k ~ 0. Rewriting V', we need

ﬁ Nl (b(l—p)i_)
2 o TN o ow

(3.42)

By defining 79 =1/(1 4 Cy), we obtain that k + 1/7; is harmonic outside
0 and we obtain the sufficient condition

1—p1
(3.43) b(—p—+1>—a<l+ P yk)zl—ﬁ
Pk I—p Y0
For the upper bound in (1.7), we replace 1), with
1 —n(i
(3.44) = I "
" ieA,\{0}

where Z] is a constant such that [, dv, =1. It is easy to check that the
corresponding &; = (py; ')/ (py; ' +1— p) produces the relationship in (1.7).
In this case, the corresponding potential V' should be decreasing. By the
same argument used above, we obtain the sufficient condition

(3.45) a<1+Li>—b(1_p%+1>z1_E.
L—p p Y0
Now, if we set d =b(1 — p)/(ap), (3.43) and (3.45) read
J Vi ) CapPr(Ho > Hy,)
3.46 — =1 —=b| > - :
(3.46) <'7k ) <a * 0 )7 1+CuPr(Hy < Hp)
and
1 CopPr(Ho > Hy)
3.47 ——1]J(b da) > — 2 .
(347) (505 =) 000 > - S

Thus, for any a and b positive, we can take C, large enough so that (3.46)
and (3.47) hold. O

4. Proof of Proposition 1.8. Define S; = 1 4c exp[tl 4cL]. Let us first note
that (ii) is a simple consequence of (i). Indeed, let g = dn/dv and let f be
in L2(v):

[Sifdn  [Sifdn P,(r>t)

P (r>t) P, (r>t) [Sigdv

_ Ey[gno)f () Lrst] (Eulge)Lese)\ " isee [ fdp [ gdp
T P> 1) ( Bo(r>1) ) T Jgdn
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Now, to prove (i), we first set

th

H——219
TR (r>t)

and H=u / gdy,

and we need to show that H; converges to H in the weak-L?(v) topology.
We actually show that this convergence holds in L?(v), which is equivalent
to the two facts

(4.1) Jlim /Htde—/szu
and
(4.2) tli)m /th dl/:/H2 dv.

We begin by proving (4.1). Since u is a simple eigenfunction in L?(v), S (u) =
e Mu v-a.s. and, by symmetry,

/HtHdu_/uSt() Jgdn_ /St _Jgdn

(T > 1) B(r>1)

:%</Qdﬂ>2 ey /u2du</gd,u> :/H2d1/.

In the last step, we used (1.4). Thus, (4.1) is established.
In order now to prove (4.2), we rewrite

/H2 fgsztgd’/ [9Saugdv ([ Sigdv)?
P,(t>t)?% ([Sigdv)? P,(r>1t)?"

Since

lim fStng /
t—oo P,(T > t) .

we are left to show that

(4.3) lim M = /u2 dv.
t—00 (f Stg d]/)2

Denote by (II,.)zer the spectral projections of £ in Lil. We know that 11, =1
for £ > —A. Thus, by the spectral theorem,

(44) JBugav=| e dlg )

where (-,-) in the scalar product in L?(v). Now, we have the orthogonal
decomposition

u
g=(ga)u+ye witha=——(|-ll2="llr20)-
[ull2 @)



HITTING TIME IN THE SSEP 19

By assumption (H), ) is a simple eigenvalue for L. This implies that range(IT_\ —
IT_,-) =span(u). Indeed, since the spectrum of £ is bounded from above,

we have that range(Il_y —II_,-) C D(L), so that Theorem 5 on page 265
of [7] applies and ¢ =TI_,- (). In particular, ¢, := II_)\_1/ntp, converges to
¢ in L?(v). Define
gn = (g, W)U + ©n.
Since (gn, pgn) = (@n, Hzpy) for x < —X and
(9ns TLxgn) = (9n, 1L\~ gn) = (gn, Gn) — (Pn, Pn) = <g,?1>2,

we have

/(_ N e2t:c d(gnynxgn> o 6_2t)‘<g,ﬂ>2

(4.5)
:/ e2t:c d<90n,Hx90n> _ 0(6_2t)‘).
(—o00,—A—1/n]
Similarly,
/?tgn dv :/ el d{1 e, 11, gy,)
(007_)‘]
(4.6) = e d{1 g, zipp) + e M (g,u){u,Lac)

(00,—A—1/n]

_x (9, @) —At
=e +o(e™ ™).
[l 2
By (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6), we have that (4.3) holds if we replace g with g,
and therefore (1.9) holds for g,,. To complete the proof, we are left to show
that

[ fSgdv [ fSigndv| _

4. li — =
(47) noos U P (r>1)  By(r>1)
However,
[ fSwgdv | fSigndv| _ [|(gn —9)Sif|dv
P,(r>t) P, (r>t) |~ P,(t>1)
1 —
< _
< syl — sl
e—)\t
< — — .
< 5l — sl
The proof is concluded after recalling that
— At
lgn — gll2 — 0 and Sgpm <00 (by Fact 1.2).
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5. The process P*. In this section, we study the law of the whole path
Mo, = (Ns)sefo,g under the conditional distribution P, (-|7 >t), in the limit
as t tends to infinity. Consider the stochastic process

u(no)u(m)eM
Zy = Wﬂr»-

Let F; be the o-field o{ns:s € [0,¢]}. Note that, for 0 < s <t,
(770)6 Lr>s t—s
E,(Zi|Fs) = W e(t=s)L u(ns) = Zs, v-a.s.,

so that (Z)¢>0 is a positive martingale under P, with E,[Z;] =1 for any
t > 0. Thus, for any ¢ > 0, a probability measure P“ can be defined on F;
by
dP"
P, |7,

= Z;.

Let dfi = u*dv/ [u?dv. For g € L*(fi) and t > s > 0, we have, using re-
versibility,

Blotan) = [ ot adr, = [ 50Dy [ g4

and
B (g(n)|F] = ZisEu[Ztgm)m]
oy _ L eMulp)lossg IG5, (ug)(ns)
= ZW t—s(ug)(ns)— u(ns) )

where equalities are intended P“-a.s. Therefore, under P%“, the canonical
process 7, is stationary with marginal law (& and the transition probabilities
are given by

At

u(é)

By the same argument in (5.1), the associated Markov family {Pg,g € Q}
is given on A° by

(5.2) vEeA®  E¢[g(n)] = —=Si(gu)(§).

(5.3) VEeA° P;({n:nmef})=%Eg[nrmm,q)u(m)e*tﬂ{m}],

where I' is a measurable set of paths depending only on times in [0,].
Observe, finally, that P“ is reversible, that is, it is invariant by time reversal.
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5.1. Proof of Proposition 1.9. Let ¢ = ()9 ,1) be a bounded measurable
function. By reversibility and the Markov property,

Eu(w(n[at,at—l—r] ) ’T > t)

_ Eu((p(n[at,at+r]1{r>t}))

P,(t>1)
o EV(Pno (T > at)cp(n[o,r])ﬂ-{7>r}P T'(T >t—ap— T))
B P,(t>1)

dT,, ATy,
= i, | T ) B s )11y | 800

with
P,(tr>a)P,(t>t—a;—r)
P,(t>1)
_ e/\TP,,(T > ay) e~ P(r>t—a;— r).
e—Aat P(1>t) e At—ar—r

Bt) =

Now, recalling (1.4),

Ar

(5.4) (1) = %.

Also, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, if we set f(t,n) = (dT;(v)/dv)(n),
then

‘ / (dTZl;(”) (10) dﬂ“;;’"(y) (1) = U(no)u(m)> P00 r>ry AP

< el ( | 1#(at ) ~ ulom)luto) P,

+ 17 == o) = () utm) P
(5.5)

S|(’D|OO((/uz(m)dpv/|f(at,77o)—u(no)|2auDy)1/2

+ (/u2(no)dP,,/yf(t_ a5 — 7,7, —U(nr)PdP,,)l/2>

<leloollull2(lf(at;-) = ulla + 1 f(t = ar = 7,-) = ull2).

This last expression goes to 0 as ¢ tends to infinity. Thus, gathering (5.4)
and (5.5), we obtain

Eu(cp(n[at,at—i-r} ) ‘T > t)
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A
t—o0 e’

— EV[U(no)U(m)11{7>r}90(mo,r])]W = E"(p(njo,m))-

REMARK 5.1. By using arguments as those in Section 4, we can show
that, for

O<ap<b <t with lim a; = lim (b — a;) = lim (t — b;) = o0,
t—o0 t—00 t—o0

the paths 74, 4,4+ and 7, p, 4, decouple with respect to P,(-[7 > 1) as t —
oo, that is,

Hm By [0(May,ar+r]) Y My o) |7 > 1 = E* (0 (170,0)) E* (¥ (170,4))

t—o0

for ¢, bounded and measurable. In particular, the following generalization
of (1.9) holds:

(5:6) I Ey[f(n;:)(i(ztt))ﬂ{m}] _ / di /g "

REMARK 5.2. Concerning the asymptotics at the boundary of [0,¢], we
have the following result. For r > 0, the distribution of {ns,s € [0,7]} with
respect to P,(:|7 > t) converges to the restriction to the time interval [0, 7]
of P} = [ P¢dp, while the distribution of {ns,s € [t — r,t]} with respect
to P,(:|7 > t) converges to the time reversal of the restriction to the time
interval [0,7] of P = [ P¢du. Indeed, by reversibility, the two statements
above are equivalent, so we prove only the first one. The argument is identical
to that in Proposition 1.9. For ¢ = ¢(n,) bounded and measurable, we
have

Ey LMoL {rsey Py, (7>t —17)]
P,(1>1)

dTl_. (v
= By, | 0(Mo,)Lirsr) tdy( )(nr)

Eylp(nom)|m > 1] =

P,(t>t—r)
P,(1>1)

~

—00

=X By [o(jo)Lirsmyu(n)eM] = Efp(no,)]-

APPENDIX

We show in this appendix that, with the notation of Section 3.4, if k is a
neighbor of 0, k # 0/, then in dimensions d > 4,

Pr(Hyo,0y <00) < z, where Hy =inf{n >0:S5,, € A},
where A C Z¢ and {S,,,n € N} is a random walk. First, note that

]P)k(H{QO’} < OO) < Pk(HO < OO) + ]P’k(HO/ < OO)
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We will show that (i) Px(Hy < 00) < Prp(Hp < 00) and that (ii) Px(Hy <
o0) < Py(Hp < 00). Assume (i) and (ii) hold. If R is the number of returns
to the origin, we have the classical equality

Eo[R]

Po(Hp < 00) = TTEoR] <Where we recall that Eg[R] = Z Po(S,, = 0))
n=2

Finally, we conclude, using the computation in [8], that Ey[R] < 0.25 for
d>4.

Now, we show (i). To each path starting from k and touching 0/, we
associate a path starting from k and touching 0. Let {S,,n € N} be a path
with Sy =k, let

%
v=inf{n >0:5, - S,_1 =00}

and note that Hy > v. Define {S],,n € N} as follows: if v = oo, then 5], = 5,

for all n; otherwise, let S;, =S, for n <v and S, = S, 11 — 6(? for n > v. Let
H{ =inf{n:S] =0}. Note that if Hy < oo, then S,_1 =0. Thus, (S,,S})
is a coupling where H, < Hy, and where each marginal is a random walk.
Thus, (i) holds.

Now, point (ii). We couple S,, with a path S, starting at 0 and such that

if S, =0, then S,,11 =0. For ¢,j two sites that are neighbors of 0, let R; ;

be the rotation with center 0 which sends 07 onto @ Let Xy be a uniform
choice of a site in Nj, and define

Si=X, and forn>1, Snt+1 = Xo + Rk x,(Sn)-

This definition ensures that {S,,n € N} has independent increments uni-
formly in Ny and such that if S, =0, then S,+1 = 0. Thus, (ii) follows
easily.
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